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ermen from district are sufficient
quantities of Pacific hake, when con-
verted to fish protein concentrate, could
meet the protein needs of almost 20 mil-
lion people each year, This is not to
mention the other species of fish avail-
able. Similar quantities can easily be
found in the fishing areas off the coast of
Alaska,

With the vast potential for raw mate-
rials and now that the basic research has
been accomplished, let us get this pro-
ram underway and enrich the world’s
diet in order to obtain the benefits asso-
ciated with & healthy population.

PRESIDENT'S AGRICULTURE
BUDGET FOR 1967

(Mr. PIRNIE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 min-
ute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PIRNIE. Mr. Speaker, after a
thorough analysis of the President’s
Agricultural budget for fiscal year 1967,
I have come to the conclusion that the
administration is misleading the Ameri-
can people at the expense of our farmers
and young people.

I can find no other possible explana~
tion for such drastic proposals as those
calling for a $101 million reduction in
‘the schodl lunch and special milk pro-
grams and equally significant cuts in re-
quested funding for our land-grant col-
leges and universities.

We are In the midst of an inflationary

‘period that is playing havoe with the
“family budget -and yet our farmers,
whose per capita income still averages
little more than half that of the rest of
the Nation, are faced with proposals
that, if followed through, will impose on
them still further hardships.

Certainly, the President should exer-
cise restraint in his nondefense spend-
ing plans, especially at this time with the
uncertainties resulting from our Vietnam
involvement.

However, I fail to see the logic in de-
ereasing our commitment to bona fide
programs whose worth as sound invest-
ments in our country’s future has been
clearly demonstrated while the Federal
Government is seeking to increase its
subsidy to new projects that are contro-
versial by their very nature and highly
questionable in value.

At a time when the administration’s
trumpets are heralding the Importance
of health, education, aiding our Nation’s
youth, and encouraging greater agricul-
ture efficiency, 1t appears, according to
the budget, that the President's state-
ments are not consistent with his inten-
tions. .

We all know that the war on poverty
has given rise to problems of immense
magnitude and yet, rather than holding
the line in spending until these porblems
can be resolved, the administration wants
to Increase, by $463 million, the cost of
this operation in the year ahead.

To me this action, in itself, is wrong;
however, the error in judgment is mag-
nified many times when it 1s considered
in relation to other areas of the budget.
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Recently, in an appearance before the
House Agriculture Committee, officials
of the Department of Agriculture pre-
dicted that school milk consumption will
drop 1 billion half pints next year if the
administration’s plan to cut the school
milk program is accepted.

For years this program has been rec-
ognized as one of great value in pro-
moting the general health and welfare
of our children. Time and again, cam-
paigns to encourage all of our people to
increase their consumption of milk have
been launched and, as I recall, the late
President Kennedy, at one of his press
conferences, appealed to a nationwide
audience to drink more milk. Now, sud-
denly, we are told that the milk program
for our children is no longer of such im-
portance.

Like a chameleon that changes color
according to its mood and environment,
the administration is altering its position
regarding the school lunch program.
First we hear convincing testimony. that
adequate steps must be taken to ifsure
that our youngsters receive proper nour-
ishment, then we receive a proposal to
reduce, by $19 million, the amount of
money the Federal Government should
make available fo accomplish this
worthy objective. Ironically, an un-
workable “means test” for the recipients
is proposed to still further confuse the
issue.

Apparently there are individuals in the
executive branch who have assigned &
lesser priority to a program dealing with
the nutrition of our youth than they have
to one that is constantly being subjected
to justified eriticism for political favor
and confusedleadership. .

As a member of the House Republiican
Task Force on Agriculture, I have par-
ticipated in & number of conferences af
which the present world food crisis has
been discussed. To a member, each of
us on the task force agrees that if ever
there was a need for strong and viable
agriculture institutions to conduet pro-
gressive agriculture experiments ard to
broaden our base of competent agricul-
tural specialists, the time is now.

The administration tells us it agrees
with this view—how could one do other-
wise In view of the circumstances—and
yet it proposes to weaken the whole
strueture of our land-grant college sys-
tem by withdrawing millions of dcllars
of support when, if anything, it should
be exploring just the opposite approach
to the matter.

The $463 million increase requested to
widen the war on poverty is more than
enough' to restore the proposed cuts to
sound, time-tested and beneflcial pro-
grams here being discussed. I suggest
that it is in order for us to overcome
the failure of the administration to affix
sensible priorities to these programs by
taking appropriate action to insure that
thelr present strength is maintained. At

- the same time, I think it would be pru-

dent and wise for us to carefully examine
the present conduet of the war in poverty
before going forth blindly info further
battle.
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REPRESENTATIVE QUIE SUPPORTS
ATLANTIC UNION

(Mr. FINDLEY (at the request of Mr.
MarrLiarn) was granted permission to
extend his remarks at this point in the
Recorp and to include extraneous mat-
ter.)

Mr, FINDLEY, Mr, Speaker, a signifi-
cant statement was issued last Thursday
by U.S. Representative ALerT H. QUIE
of Minnesota in support of the resolution
to establish an Atlantic Union delega-
tion.

It points to the need to strengthen the
Atlantic Alliance so it will serve non-
military common interests as well as
military. Representative QUi has long
been an effective and courageous leader
in promoting free-world unification, and
T call attention to the text of his recent
statement, as follows:

STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE ArsEnr H.
QUIE

A prominent American radio commentator
(Note: Edward C. Morgan, ABC, March 1,
1966) recently suggested that perhaps the
worst thing that can happen in diplomacy
i3 success. He made the remark in com-
menting on the North Atlantic Treaty Orga-
nization and I belleve his point is well taken,

For NATO faces its darkest hour at the
pinnacle of its success, If NATO s to fail
now, it is because its brilliant successes in
containing communism in Europe have
dulled vision to its potentialities,

NATO has been brilllantly successful from
a military polnt of view., But there is an-
other side of the picture which holds even
greater promise. This greater promise was
intimated In article 2 of the original NATO
Charter. In addition to military cooperation,
the signatories pledged that “they will seek
to eliminate conflict in their international
economic policles and will encourage eco-
nomic collaboration between any or all of
them.”

Fconomic cooperation is a facet of the
NATO purpose that has never been fully
explored, let alone fully utilized.

I believe that a great challenge awalts us
in tightening the fabric of NATO through
a United Trade Policy. I shall have more
extended remarks on this subject in a few
days.

The United Trade Policy is one portion of
the activities that should be undertaken.
Others should deal with readjusting current
institutions between the NATO signatories
which have changed greatly since 1949,
There should be new efforts to meet the
challenges that sclence and technology have
created.

These new tools of cooperation United
Trade Policy and other renewed and new in-
stitutions in other areas—could all be forged
in the conference of blue-ribbon delegations
proposed in the resoliition which we com-
mend to your attention and the bipartisan
attention of the Congress, today.

And, at all times, we should keep clearly
in view the hasic goal of the NATO Charter:
“to safeguard the freedom, common heritage
and civilization of their peoples, founded on
the principles of democracy, individual lib-
erty and the rule of law.”

COMMEMORATING THOMAS MAS-
ARYK'S BIRTHDAY

(Mr. DERWINSKT (at the request of
Mr. MaILriarp) was granted permission
to extend his remarks at this point in the
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Recorp -and to include extraneous mat-
ter.)

Mr. DERWINSKI, Mr. Speaker, I
wish to remind the Members of the House

of the anniversary today of the birth of

Thomas Masaryk, the great Czechoslovak
hero. I join in commemorating the
birthday 116 years ago of this illustrious

‘leader who devoted his life to the free-
dom of his country. Unfortunately, the
people of Czechoslovakia are now cap-
tives of communism and are forbidden
to publicly celebrate this historic day by
their present Red tyrants,

We in the free world must rededicate
ourselves, therefore, to our efforts to see
that freedom is restored to the brave peo-
ple of Czechoslovakia and all the other
captives of communism.

Thomas Masaryk was a member of the
Austrian Parliament but resigned in pro-
test against the treatment of Czechoslo-
vak nationalists. After a number of years
of writing in the fields of history and po-
litical philosophy, Masaryk formed the
Czechoslovakian National Council with
Dr. Eduard Benes, and it became the
recognized government of Czechoslo-
vakia. When Czechoslovakia hecame a
republic in 1918, Masaryk was elected as
its president and served in that capacity
until the age of 85.

Mr., Speaker, we must not limit our
interest in the freedom of the people of
Czechoslovakia to the commemoration
of their national days. A practical step
for Congress to take would be the estab~
lishment of a Special House Committee
on Captive Nations.

Furthermore, the Voice of America
should provide lengthier and more effec-
tive broadcasts to pierce the wall of Com-
munist propaganda and deliver the truth
to the people of Czechoslovakia. In re-
cent years, Mr. Speaker, the Voice of
America has cut back both its hours of
broadcast in the Czech and Slovak lan-
guages and in the nature of these broad-
casts. The Voice of America gives
straight news only and is fearful of of-
fending the Soviet Union under present
administration policy. However, the
brave people of Czechoslovakia deserve
the truth. The Voice of America should
be a vehicle for delivering the message of
truth to them so that they would not be
brainwashed and their resistance weak-
ened by the constant. propaganda from
their tyrannical Moscow oppressors.

CONCERN ABOUT UNITED STATES-
U.5.8.R. CONSULAR CONVENTION

(Mr. DE E
Mr. MatLriarn) was granted permission
to extend his remarks at this polnt in the
Recorp and to include extraneous mat-
ter.)

Mr. DERWINSKI. Mr, Speaker, many
Members of the House are concerned
about a Senate ratification of the United
States-US.S.R. Consular Convention.
There are numerous reasons for the re-
Jection of this pact, particularly at this
time when the Soviet Union is the major
supplier of goods and critical arms to the
Red totalitarian regime in Hanol.

Regarding the recent case of Newcomb
Mott, I request that the letter of a Sena-~
tor be printed in the Recorp, followed by
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the full text of a reply written by Dr.
Lev E. Dobriansky, of Georgetown Uni-
versity, and the edited copy as appeared
in the Washington Post of December 15,
1965, Without volunteerlng any per-
sonal comments on these three coples, I
believe that a careful reading of them by
every concerned American will lead to
certain inevitable conclusions as to the
substance of the arguments offered and
the editorial treatment of one of them.
In the interest of popular information on
this subject, particularly in the light of
the traglc disposition of the Mott case
by the Soviet Russian totalitarians, I sub-
mit these pieces for the RECORD:

[From the Washington (D.C.) Post, Nov. 22,

1965]

CoNSULAR TREATY NEEDED

I share the feellngs of outrage expressed
in your editorlal of November 5 regarding
the arbltrary detainment by Soviet authori-
tles of Newcomb Mott, an American student
who apparently wandered quite innocently
across the Norweglan-Soviet border,

You point out in your editorial that Mr.
Mott has been held In jail at Murmansk and
that the American Embassy has not been
given official notice of his arrest. If the So-
viet-American consular treaty negotlated
last year were ratified and in effect, the So-
viet Government would have been obliged to
notify American officlals within 8 days of Mr.
Mott’s arrest and an American offielal would
have had the right to visit Mr. Mott within
no more than 4 days of his arrest. Had these
provisions been in effect, 1t is even doubtful
that the Russlans would have detained Mr,
Mott at all. )

Neither the Soviet Union nor the United
States hes yet ratified the consular treaty
although it was approved last August 8 by
the Senate Foreigh Relations Committee by
a large majority. The treaty was withheld
from consideration by the whole Senate be-
cause of an apparently well-founded fear
that it could not command the necessary
two-thirds majority. The immediate cause
of substantial opposition to the treaty last
September was an extensive lobbying cam-
paign mounted by an extremist organization
which professed to belleve that the presence
of Soviet officials in the United States would
constitute a threat to our national sccurity.

It 1s to be hoped that both the Soviet
Unlon and the United States will soon ratify
this sensible and advantageous treaty. Were
1t in effect now, the United States would be
able to provide protectlon for Mr. Motb

against arblirary Soviet practices. Largely

because of the fears of rightwing extremists
the United States has been denied an effec-
tive instrument for the protection of its
citizens in the Soviet Union.
J. W. FULBRIGHT,
US. Senator, Arkanses, Chairman,
nate Committee on Foreign Re-

NoVEMBER 26, 1965,

} To the EDITOR OF THE WASHINGTON PosT:

Senator FULBRIGHT'S letter in your Novem-
ber 22 issue seems like a desperate attempt
to capitalize on any sentiment generated
by the Mott case in behalf of the defective
and lll-advised consular convention with
the Soviet Union. The letter is also remark-
able for its gross Inaccuracy and factual
omisslons concerning the strong opposition
to Senate ratification of the treaty last sum-
mer.

First, 1t is pure speculation on the Sena-
tor’s part that Newcomb Mott might not have
been detained by the Russlan totalliarians
if the convention were in effect. Early noti-
fication and access to the arrested perty do
not add up to freedom. The so-called pro-
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tection aspect of the pact has been so exag-
gerated by proponents of the treaty that one
wonders why they have hesitated to inslst
upon the principle of strict reciprocity as
concerns legal treatment of arrested persons
within the present framework of our diplo-
matic relations with the U.S.SR. Aside
from the general barbarity of Russlan in-
stitutions, as so well illustrated by Moscow’s
arbitrary expulsion of your own correspond-
ent, it is really no concession at all for colo-
nialist Moscow to permit early notification
and access.

Second, the Senator indulges in a meas-
ure of smear tactics when he paints the op-
position to the treaty in the form of “right-
wing extremlsts.” The Liberty Lobby came
into the act when 1t was practically over last
August. As early as June 1964, numerous
national organizations, including the Na-
tional Captive Nations Committee, appealed
to scores of Senators not to ratify this highly
disadvantageous and legally invalld treaty.
And this appeal, along with a persistent call
for open and falr public hearings, was car-
ried down fo last August. It will be renewed
come January 10.

Third, what the chairman of the Senate
Forelgn Relations Committee failed to men-
tlon was the attempt to railroad the treaty
through the Senate for a blind ratification.
In June 1964, the chairman promised im-
mediate public hearings on the signed pact
but quickly reversed himself when the afore-
mentioned opposition emerged and the presi-
dential campaigh was in the offing. Then
the hearings were supposed to be held at
the. beginning of the 89th Congress. Such
hearings never came to pass. Instead, as
the title of the committee’s report shows,
only one hearing was held, and that briefly
for the Secretary of State.

Finally, what the Senator failed also to
mention is the fact that there are many more
reasons than just the espionage one justify-
ing the nonratification of this second treaty
of Moscow. These reasons include a diplo-
matic affirmation of Moscow’s empire within
the US.SR, the legal invalidities of the
treaty, an American assist to Moscow’s Rus-
sification policles, an incredible diplomatic
immunity given to consular personnel, op-
portunities for Moscow’s intensified political
warfare in the United States, an unwar~
ranted basls for further political warfare
by Moscow in Latin America, a most-favored
nation sieve in the treaty, and the Baltic
dilemmes it would place us in. These are es«
sential matters that should be freely dis-
cussed in public hearings on the treaty. It
appears that advocates of the treaty fear
such open, democratic discussion. At pres-
ent the burden is on the chalrman of the
Senate Forelgn Relations Committee and also
the Department of State to invite such dis-
cussions through public hearings, that is if
they're not foo fearful of an intelligent basls
for the Senate's consideration of the pact.

LEev E. DOBRIANSKY,
Professor, Georgetown University and
Chairman, National Captive Nations
Commitiee.

[From the Washington (D.C.) Post,
Dec, 15, 1065]

ANSWER TO FULBRIGHT

Senator FuLBRIGHT’S letter of November 22
issue seems like a desperate attempt to capi-
talize on any sentiment generated by the
Mott case in behalf of the defective and ill-
advised consular convention with the Soviet
Union.

It 18 pure speculation on the Senator’s part
that Newcomb Mott might not have been
detalned by the Russian totalitarians if the
convention were in effect. Early notification
and access to the arrested party do not add
up to freedom. The so-called protection
aspect of the pact has been so exaggerated
by proponents of the treaty that one won-
ders why they have hesitated to insist upon
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